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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the 
fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. 
Since this application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1 .1 14, 
and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the 
previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. 
Applicant's submission filed on 8-20-07 has been entered. 

Claims 1 and 3-4 are pending in the instant application. 

Claim Objections 
Claims 1 and 3-4 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
Instant claim 1 has a period in the middle of the claim, which is improper. 

Claim 3 does not begin with a capitalized letter. Please note that a claim should 

start with a capitalized letter and end with a period. Appropriate correction is 

required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

Claims 1 and 3-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Instant claim 1 does not recite all of the method steps completely because 
after the first step of coating a fingernail with an aqueous resin material, the 
following two steps do not have any specific method limitation after coating and 
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artificial nail removed with hot water. Further claim 3, does not recite any specific 
method step and thus does not convey as to what is being claimed. Claim 4 is 
dependent upon claim 1 , which in turn is incomplete. 

For the purposes of examination, instant claim 1 is considered to include the 
steps of coating a fingernail with an aqueous thermoplastic resin, drying the 
resin, applying a coating of an instantaneous adhesive and bonding the said 
artificial nail to said fingernail by means of the adhesive agent (the steps of claim 
1 of the amendment dated 1 1-16-06). Claim 3 is construed as being dependent 
from claim 1. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action 
can be found in a prior Office action. 

Claims 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
4,767,648 to Hokoma in view of US 4,157,095 to Sweet and GB2340392 (GB) 
OR Hokoma in view of GB. 

Hokoma teaches a method of accomplishing rapid and durable French 
manicure, comprising the steps of providing a flexible tab having a white surface 
that has an oversized finger nail tip, applying the tab to the finger nail and 
trimming the tab extent beyond the forward edge of the fingernail (abstract, claim 
1 ). Hokoma teaches that before applying the tab to the fingernail, the nail is 
coated with a primer liquid coating, over the entire surface of the nail (col. 2, L 
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60-64) and allowed it to dry so that the tab is adherent to the coating (claim 2 of 
Hokoma). Thus, the step of primer coating of Hokoma reads on instant step of 
coating with a thermoplastic coating. Hokoma further teaches that the tab 
consists of flexible sheet and a pressure sensitive adhesive under layer, adapting 
the tab to be applied to the nail. The step of attaching the tab (that constitutes the 
artificial nail), by means of a pressure sensitive adhesive, to the polymer 
coat reads on instant steps 2 and 3 because even though Hokoma teaches the 
presence of an adhesive underneath the tab and not as a separate coating over 
the polymer coat, adhesive tab is still in contact with the dried polymer coat. 

Hokoma does not teach an aqueous coating on fingernails before applying 
the artificial nail. 

Sweet teaches a method of reinforcing an artificial nail, wherein the 
fingernail is first reinforced with a thermoplastic polymer resin such as a acrylic 
resins, polyester resins etc (col. 3, L 50-col. 4, L 10). Sweet does not state if the 
resin is soluble or not. 

GB teaches a method of adhering artificial nails by means of water-soluble 
materials such that the artificial nails could be easily removed by soaking them in 
warm water (specification and claims). Thus, the prior art of record recognizes 
employing water-soluble materials to attach artificial nails. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of an ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the instant invention to use a thermoplastic material that is 
water-soluble material as a primer material, before fixing the tabs of Hokoma 
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because Sweet suggests increasing the aesthetic appearance of the artificial nail 
by the thermoplastic resin and GB suggests that the soluble materials can easily 
be removed by soaking in warm water, which is also the intended in the instant 
invention. 

Claims 3 and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
US 4,767,648 to Hokoma in view of Sweet and GB2340392 (GB), as applied to 
claim 1 above, and further in view of JP 02067384. 

Hokoma and GB discussed above do not teach the claimed polyvinyl 
solution. Sweet suggests reinforcing artificial nails by coating the natural nails 
with a thermoplastic polymer material. 

The polymeric material employed by Hokoma is nothing but an adhesive 
because Hokoma employs Crazy glue (col. 3, L 15-16). 

JP teaches a water-based adhesive composition that is safe for human 
body and that has a strong sticking force (abstract). The adhesive of JP 
comprises a copolymer emulsion of ethylene, vinyl acetate, acrylate and polyvinyl 
alcohol. It would have been obvious for one of an ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the instant invention to incorporate the adhesive of JP as a polymer 
coating in place of Crazy Glue of Hokoma, to coat the fingernails before placing 
the artificial nail containing the adhesive tab because JP suggests that the above 
copolymer is safe for human use while being very sticky. JP does not teach the 
amounts of the polyvinylalcohol. However, choosing an appropriate amount of a 
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polyvinyl alcohol based adhesive so as to achieve the desired sticking force 
would have been within the scope of a skilled artisan. 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 , 3 and 4 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Lakshmi S. Channavajjala whose telephone 

» 

number is 571-272-0591 . The examiner can normally be reached on 7.00 AM - 
4.00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Michael Woodward can be reached on 571-272-8373. 
The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

AU1615 
October 16, 2007 



LAKSHMI S. CHANNAVAJJALA 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 




